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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 5/4/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argues that prior art of reference doesn't teach or suggest that a user can 
individually select the type of personalized information to be transferred prior to the controlling 
of data transfer. The examiner respectfully disagrees because Piosenka reference clearly teaches 
that the user could select one of the feature group, such as phone book and tone controls 
(examples are depicted in figures 6-10). Once the user properly selects the options based on the 
user's preferences, the user would click one of the control box "program page" and transfer the 
selected or programmed user data to the connected user cellular phone. Therefore, the previous 
U.S.C. 102 and 103 rejections stand. x 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-3, and 5, 6, 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Piosenka et al (EP000827353A2). 

Per claims 1,6, 10 Piosenka et al discloses s a method and program product of 
transferring personalized information from one hand portable phone having a memory means for 
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storing said personalized information to a computer on which a data transfer application is 
running (see column 7 and lines 39-44), comprising: 

Establishing a connection between said first hand portable phone and said computer (see 
figure 1), 

Controlling the data transfer application on the computer to read said personalized 
information, such as phone books, from said first memory means for storing said personalized 
information in said first hand portable phone to memory means associated with said data transfer 
application in the computer and allow user to individually select the type of personalized 
information to be corrected or updated prior to further transferring (see figures 5-7, column 8 
and lines 36-52); 

a second hand portable in which connect to the computer in order to receive the 
personalized information that has downloaded from the first portable phone (see column 6 and 
lines 55-60). 

Per claim 2, Picosenka further discloses that the personalized information includes phone 
numbers, message content, profile setting, and cell setting and service settings (see column 1 and 
lines 10-15, column 2 and lines 5-10). 

Per claim 3, Picosenka further discloses that the established connection between the 
computer and phone is a wire-based data connection (see column 7 and lines 24-38). 
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Per claim 5, Piosenka further discloses that the user is allowed to individually select the 
type of personalized information to be read from the first memory means prior to the initializing 
of the data transfer (see column 8 and lines 36-53). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7-9, 1 1-13, 15-17, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Piosenka et al (EP000827353A2) in view of Dahm (US006301471B1). 

Per claim 7, 16, 17 and 20, Piosenka et al discloses s a method and program product of 
transferring personalized information from one hand portable phone having a memory means for 
storing said personalized information to a computer on which a data transfer application is 
running (see column 7 and lines 39-44), comprising: 

Establishing a connection between said first hand portable phone and said computer (see 
figure 1), 

Controlling the data transfer application on the computer to read said personalized 
information, such as phone books, from said first memory means for storing said personalized 
information in said first hand portable phone to memory means associated with said data transfer 
application in the computer and allow user to individually select the type of personalized 
information to be corrected or updated prior to further transferring (see figure 5-7, column 8 
and lines 36-52); 
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a second hand portable in which connect to the computer in order to receive the 
personalized information that has downloaded from the first portable phone (see column 6 and 
lines 55-60); 

Piosenka doesn't teach that a secure WAP session connection is established. 
Dahm teach to utilize WAP for communication session of handhold device (see column 9 
and lines 58-65). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teaching of Dahm with Piosenka' s device such that the WAP, a common 
standard, simplifies the translation between handhold devices. Furthermore, for your 
information, wireless application protocol was introduced in January, 1998 by Ericsson, 
Motorola, Nokia and Unwired Planet. The purpose of this protocol is to create a global wireless 
protocol specification that works across differing wireless network technology type for adoption 
by appropriate industry standards bodies. 

Per claims 9 and 19, Piosenka further discloses that the user is allowed to individually 
select the type of personalized information to be read from the first memory means prior to the 
initializing of the data transfer (see column 8 and lines 36-53). 

Per claim 12, Picosenka further discloses that the personalized information includes 
phone numbers, message content, profile setting, and cell setting and service settings (see 
column 1 and lines 10-15, column 2 and lines 5-10). 
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Per claim 13, Picosenka further discloses that the established connection between the 
computer and phone is a wire-based data connection (see column 7 and lines 24-38). 

Per claim 15, Piosenka further discloses that the user is allowed to individually select the 
type of personalized information to be read from the first memory means prior to the initializing 
of the data transfer (see column 8 and lines 36-53). 

6. Claims 4, 8, 14 and 18, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Piosenka et al (EP000827353A2) in view of Ishigami (US006625445B1). 

Piosenka discloses an analogous system as recited in claim 1. Piosenka and doesn't teach 
a step of evaluating the capabilities of the phones to receive the data information. 

Ishigami discloses that a system that transferring a plurality of data from a computer to a 
portable phone in which determine whether the portable phone is capable to receive such 
plurality of data (see column 2 and lines 12-22). 

It would have been obvious to one ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teaching of Ishigami with the combination of Piosenka and Bernd such that 
no plurality of data would be transferred until the receiving party is ready and avoid error and 
overload the receiving party. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
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MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yuwen Pan whose telephone number is 571-272-7855. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nick Corsaro can be reached on 571-272-7876. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




